More 


richard.poynder@gmail.com New Post 








Tweets by @rickyPc 


oO Richard Poynd 
@RickyPo 
Open access—is it the way 
forward? 


link.springer.com/article/10 
100... 


DOAJ 


(APC). Ho} 





3h 


Q Richard Poynd 
@RickyPo 
Academic freedom has 
‘robust impact’ on 
democracy in Africa 


universityworldnews.com/p 
ost.php?story... 





Acade... 


The State of 


Open Access 


Predatory publishing 
Institutional Repositories 


Green OA Gold 
OA Self-archiving 
Copyright 
Basement Interviews 
OA Interviews 


Saturday, January 21, 2012 


Springer Statement on the US Research 
Works Act 


Springer, the world's second largest scholarly journal publisher, has sent me the 
following statement on the Research Works Act (RWA), otherwise known as HR 


3699: 


We do not think that the RWA will be successful, but we hope that it will 
generate measured, intelligent and constructive debate, which we 
greatly prefer to histrionics and exaggeration. That said, the RWA does 
not seem to be rooted in opposition to open access, but rather in 
opposition to unfunded government mandates. 


Springer is the largest open access publisher worldwide and fully 
supports - and significantly invests in - open access as a business model. 
“Gold” open access publishing provides one model to properly address 
the question of funding the system of ordered, layered and certified 
scientific knowledge that is currently performed by scholarly peer- 
reviewed journals. Springer welcomes any opportunity to develop and 
grow this model in partnership with researchers, institution, societies 
and foundations. 


“Green” open access archiving does not cover the costs associated with 
formal publication, and poses risks in terms of the sustainability of 
scholarly communications. Springer therefore believes that systematic 
green open access self-archiving enforced by an unfunded mandate and 
“one-size-fits-all” embargos should not be adopted as a policy. At the 
same time, we will always try to assist our authors in meeting 
publishing requirements they may face. 


Should society deem it desirable to have scientific articles available for 
free to the public, it must come up with a system which not only pays 
for publishers’ investments, but which also ensures the sustainability of 
scientific communications. We believe that “gold” open access 
accomplishes this. 


That said, we realize that scholarly communication is changing, and we 
continue to welcome discussions with all parties concerned with the 
future of scientific publishing. 


If passed, the RWA would be a major setback for the Open Access (OA) 
movement, since it would reverse the Public Access Policy introduced by the US 
National Institutes of Health (NIH) in 2005, a policy that requires all NIH-funded 
research to be made freely accessible online within 12 months. The bill would 
also prevent other federal agencies from imposing similar requirements on 
researchers. 


Journal of 
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While traditional subscription publishers like Springer have 
now embraced Gold OA, in which they levy a one-off article 
processing charge for publishing papers, they have become 
increasingly unhappy about Green OA, where researchers 
continue to publish in subscription journals but make a copy 
of their papers freely available online, usually in an 
institutional repository, or a subject-based repository like 
PubMed Central. They particularly object to the use of 


mandates, where funders or universities require their researchers to make their 
papers openly available online, albeit after an embargo period. Mandates, they 
argue, might eventually destroy the subscription business model, and perhaps 
the entire scholarly publishing system with it.* 
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As Springer CEO Derk Haank put it to me a year ago, “I draw a distinction 
between author archiving and mandatory OA requirements such as the NIH Public 
Access Policy where they don't allow for a sufficient embargo ... OA mandates 
institutionalise the process of author archiving, and if the delay between 
publication and archiving is only a couple of months, then there is a real danger 
of destroying the equilibrium that we have achieved over OA ... There has to be a 
time lag. Otherwise, publishers will have no choice but to go fully OA. That could 
create a very messy situation and possibly destroy the current system.” 


Yesterday the OA publisher BioMed Central (BMC), which Springer acquired in 
2008, released a statement opposing the RWA. 


The RWA is supported by the Association of American Publishers (AAP), which has 
described the bill as “significant legislation that will help reinforce America’s 
leadership in scholarly and scientific publishing in the public interest and in the 
critical peer-review system that safeguards the quality of such research.” 


Neither Springer nor BMC is a member of the AAP. We should, however, note that 
a number of AAP members have disavowed the RWA, including MIT Press, ITHAKA, 
Pennsylvania State University Press, California University Press, Rockefeller 
University Press, Nature Publishing Group, and the non-profit American 
Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS), which publishes the journal 
Science. 


Some other AAP members have opted to stay neutral (see here and here). 


* A hypothesis, we should note, that is challenged by OA advocates. 
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Stevan Harnad said... 
See: 


"Research Works Act H.R.3699: 
The Private Publishing Tail Trying To Wag The Public Research Dog, Yet 
Again" 


http://openaccess.eprints.org/index.php?/archives/867-guid.html 
EXCERPT: 


The US Research Works Act (H.R.3699): "No Federal agency may 
adopt, implement, maintain, continue, or otherwise engage in any policy, 
program, or other activity that -- (1) causes, permits, or authorizes 
network dissemination of any private-sector research work without the 
prior consent of the publisher of such work; or (2) requires that any 
actual or prospective author, or the employer of such an actual or 
prospective author, assent to network dissemination of a private-sector 
research work." 


Translation and Comments: 


"If public tax money is used to fund research, that research becomes 
"private research" once a publisher "adds value" to it by managing the 
peer review." 


[Comment: Researchers do the peer review for the publisher for free, 

just as researchers give their papers to the publisher for free, together 
with the exclusive right to sell subscriptions to it, on-paper and online, 
seeking and receiving no fee or royalty in return]. 


"Since that public research has thereby been transformed into "private 
research," and the publisher's property, the government that funded it 
with public tax money should not be allowed to require the funded author 
to make it accessible for free online for those users who cannot afford 
subscription access." 


[Comment: The author's sole purpose in doing and publishing the 
research, without seeking any fee or royalties, is so that all potential 
users can access, use and build upon it, in further research and 
applications, to the benefit of the public that funded it; this is also the 
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